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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office Action is in response to the request for continued examination filed 
February 8, 2006. Claims 1, 3-4, 6-11, 13-14, 16-17, 19, and 20-27 are presented for 
examination. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been 
withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on February 8, 2006 
has been entered. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: "an EPR system " 
(Abstract, line 7) should read "an ERP system ". Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 6-11, 13, 14, 16, 17, and 19-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Materna et al. (US 4,714,995). 

As to claim 24; 

Matema teaches an integrated information processing system integrating a plurality of 
information processors each having a storage (e.g., a system for integrating a number of 
host computers having heterogeneous data bases so that any identical data items in the 
data bases are maintained consistent with each other. ...The local data bases of the 
various host computers are referred to as heterogeneous because they have different 
organizational schema or structures and different record formats for storing data) 
[see the Abstract and the discussion beginning at col. 5, line 8J 9 the system comprising: 



a collaboration information storage that stores collaboration information on a 
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communication method between the information processors [e.g., see the 
integration engine 20 and disk storage 26 discussion beginning at .col 5, line 27 
and col.6, line 12]; and 
• a data perpetuation object apparatus that refers to the stored collaboration 
information and performs a unified management of the data managed by the 
information processors /e.g., see the integration engine discussion beginning at 
col6, line 12]. 

As to claim 25: 

Materna teaches an information identification object generator that generates an 
information identification object used in determining information to be stored in each of 
the storages of the information processors [see fig J and the discussion beginning at 
col 5, line 27]. 

As to claim 26: 

Materna teaches a role object generator that generates a role object as an active role with 
respect to an information processor that is a data transmission origin, and a role object as 
a passive role with respect to an information processor that is a data transmission 
destination [e.g., see the data translator 22 \ information query processor 24, disk storage 
module 26, and control console 28 discussions, beginning at col.6, line 12]. 
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As to claim 27: 

Materna teaches a relating object generator that refers to the stored collaboration 
information and generates a relating object used in transmitting information to be stored 
in each of the storages of the information processors based on whether the information 
processor is a data transmission origin or a data transmission destination [e.g., see fig.l 
and the discussion beginning at col. 5, line 27]. 

As to claim 23; 

Materna teaches a collaboration apparatus between information processing systems for 
allowing a plurality of information processing means including information processing 
means based on different architectures to collaborate with each other, the apparatus being 
implemented as an object to be operated singly (e.g., a system for integrating a number of 
host computers having heterogeneous data bases so that any identical data items in the 
data bases are maintained consistent with each other. ... The local data bases of the 
various host computers are referred to as heterogeneous because they have different 
organizational schema or structures and different record formats for storing data) 
[see the Abstract and the discussion beginning at col. 5, line 8], and comprising: 
• role object generating means for generating a role object as an active role with 
respect to one of two information processing means to be collaborated, and a role 
object as a passive role with respect to the other [see fig.l and the data translator 
22, information query processor 24, disk storage module 26, and control console 
28 discussions beginning at col. 6, line 12] \ and 
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• relating object generating means for referring to collaboration information and 
generating a relating object that allows transaction communication to be 
performed in accordance with a communication method between the two 
information processing means to be collaborated /e.g., see the integration engine 
discussion beginning at coL6, line 12]. 

As to claim 9: 

Note the rejection of claim 23 above. Claim 9 is the same as claim 23, except claim 9 is a 
computer-readable recording medium claim and claim 23 is an apparatus claim. 

As to claim 1: 

The rejection of claim 23 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Materna 
further teaches collaboration information storage means for storing information on a 
communication method between the information processing means as collaboration 
information among the plurality of information processing means [e.g., see the 
integration engine 20 and disk storage 26 discussion beginning at col.6, line 12], 

As to claim 3: 

Matema teaches the communication method is selected from, among other things, batch 
communication (e.g., transmitted as a batch; see the discussion, beginning at col.9, line 
39). 
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As to claim 4: 

The rejection of claim 23 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Materna 
further teaches collaboration information storage means for storing information on a 
communication method between the information processing means as collaboration 
information among the plurality of information processing means /e.g., see the 
integration engine 20 and disk storage 26 discussion beginning at col.6, line 12]; and 
information identification object generating means for generating an information 
identification object that determines information to be stored in a storage apparatus of 
each information processing means [e.g., see the discussion beginning at col. 7, line 16]. 

As to claim 6: 

Note the discussion of claim 3 above for rejection. 
As to claim 7 : 

The rejection of claim 23 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Materna 
further teaches collaboration information storage means for storing information on a 
communication method between the information processing means as collaboration 
information among the plurality of information processing means [e.g., see the 
integration engine 20 and disk storage 26 discussions beginning at col.6, line 12]; and a 
collaboration apparatus between information processing systems for referring to the 
collaboration information of the collaboration information storage means and allowing 
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the information processing means to collaborate with each other [e.g., see the integration 
engine 20 and disk storage 26 discussions beginning at col.6 f line 12]. 

As to claim 8: 

The rejection of claim 23 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Materna 
further teaches collaboration information storage means for storing information on a 
communication method between the information processing means as collaboration 
information among the plurality of information processing means [e.g., see the 
integration engine 20 and disk storage 26 discussion beginning at col. 6, line 12];& 
collaboration apparatus between information processing systems for referring to the 
collaboration information of the collaboration information storage means and performing 
unified management of data managed in duplicate by the information processing means, 
the apparatus being implemented as an object to be operated singly [e.g., see the 
integration engine 20 and disk storage 26 discussion beginning at col.6, line 12]; and 
information identification object generating means for generating an information 
identification object that determines information to be stored in a storage apparatus of 
each information processing means [e.g., see the discussion beginning at col. 7, line 16]. 

As to claim 10: 

The rejection of claim 23 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Materna 
further teaches processing of generating an information identification object that 
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determines information to be stored in a storage apparatus of each information processing 
means [e.g., see the discussions beginning at coL6, line 12 and col 7, line 16]. 

As to claim 11 : 

The rejection of claim 23 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Materna 
further teaches storing information on a communication method between the information 
processors as collaboration information among the plurality of information processors 
/e.g., see the integration engine 20 and disk storage 26 discussion beginning at col6 t line 
12]. 

As to claim 13: 

Note the discussion of claim 3 above for rejection. 
As to claim 14: 

The rejection of claim 23 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Materna 
further teaches generating an information identification object that determines 
information to be stored in each of the plurality of information processors [e.g., see the 
discussions beginning at col. 6, line 12 and col. 7, line 16]. 

As to claim 16: 

Note the discussion of claim 3 above for rejection. 
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As to claim 17: 

The rejection of claim 23 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Materna 
further teaches storing information on a communication method between the information 
processors as collaboration information among the plurality of information processors 
[e.g., see the integration engine 20 and disk storage 26 discussion beginning at col.6, line 
12]. 

As to claim 19: 

Note the discussion of claim 3 above for rejection. 
As to claim 20: 

The rejection of claim 23 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Materna 
further teaches generating an information identification object that determines 
information to be stored in each of the plurality of information processors [e.g., see the 
integration engine 20 and disk storage 26 discussion beginning at col.6, line 12]. 

As to claim 21: 

Materna teaches timing information on timing of passing of information between the 
plurality of information processors [e.g., see the discussion beginning at col.3 f line 14]. 

As to claim 22: 

Note the discussion of claim 3 above for rejection. 
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Response to Arguments 



5. Applicant's arguments filed February 8, 2006 have been fully considered, but are deemed 
to be moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 



Conclusion 



6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Applicant should review these references carefully before responding to this 
office action. 

Contact Information 

7. Any inquiry or a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist: (571) 272-2100. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to VAN H. NGUYEN whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3765. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:30AM - 
6:00PM. The Examiner can also be reached on alternative Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
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supervisor, WILLIAM THOMSON can be reached at (571) 272-3718. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571)273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for patents 
POBox 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Van H. Nguyen 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2194 



.jPEI 




